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B% Parks Canada Parcs Canada 


A. PARK MANAGEMENT PLAN PROPOSAL 


{fn May 1979, Parks Canada released a 
summary of the management plan proposed 
for Prince Albert National Park and re Sues 
ted public review and comment. A copy of 
the document was sent to people whose names 
were on the mailing list developed during 
the planning of Waskesiu Visitor Centre. 
Additional background information was also 
made available. As well, advertisements 
were placed in Saskatchewan and some 
Alberta newspapers to inform the public 
of the review program, and a display was 
SoD. ispuplic Tipmaries im erince Alpert 
and Saskatoon outlining the plan proposal. 
and encouraging partici aoe in the plian- 
ning program. Public meetings were held 
in Prince Albert, Saskatc ee and waskesiu 
im June and July, 1978. Meetings with 
special interest groups were also held on 
PECquess dle 


oP 


A total of about 400 people participated 
in the review, mostly by attending public 
meetings. Eighty-four written submissions 
were TPecelved:. 
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fSmuGy rol aihe public Lonput oer two 
general themes. One is an ovérall acceptance 
of Parks Canada's proposed dereidendar approach 
to Prince Albert National Park. Although 
there were some people who felt the minimal 
approach to park development would not provide 
enough facilities for visitors, most approved 
in principle. The second theme is a feeling 
of concern for the park and its resources 
Even those who proposed additional devel ae 
ment. generally did so within the cortext of 
long-term preservation. 


Kiost people who wrote or who spoke in 
publieGrmneceumes Grd wave some Specific quées- 
tion they wished to raise or proposal to make 
for change in the draft management plan. 

Those most frequently made are discussed below. 
The order is the same as that used in the plan 
proposal booklet. 
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Park Objectives Zoning 


L. The park objectives were generally iL. A number of people found it difficult 
accepted as describing Parks Canada's to comment on the proposed zoning without 
mandate in Prince Albert National Park. knowing what use regulations would apply. 


This was particularly true of Parks Canada's 
proposal to delete the previously designated 
Class I, Special Preservation Zone, from the 
Moose Creek wolf denning arca, south-west of 
Waskesiu Lake. The removal of the Class I 
zone was accepted provided that Parks Canada 
institute a program of seasonal use restric- 
tions which are clearly established and which 
apply to both the public and park operations. 


Response 


The tnportance of paotecting wolves 
during denning season 44 agreed. Seasonal 
wse nestraictions will be maintained to con- 
Linue this protectton. 


2. The expansion of Class I (Special Pres- 
ervation) and Class II (Wilderness) zones 
proposed by Parks Canada was largely com- 
mended. 


3. The proposal showed an area immediately 
south and west of Waskesiu designated as 
Zone LV (Recreation). A number of partic- 
ipants suggested that this area should 
receive Zone III classification due to its 
present and planned uses. 
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Zoning cont'd. Resource Management 

Res Porse. l. A number of submissions requested Parks 
Canada to make more use of fire as a manage- 

(his is being. considered in the prep- ment tool to preserve the fescue grasslands 

aration of the final pian, and animal habitat within the park, and to 
replicate natural processes. 

4. Lake zoning is discussed under the 

eading “Lake Use". Res pons 12 


Patks Canada recognizes that Line plays 
a role in the maintenance of natural ecosys~ 
tems end widl conttute research into its 
60 as a management tool, fhe results wikt 
be incorporated intu a park conservatdon 
plan describing apecific resource manage~ 
ment objectives and progians, 


©. A problem was identified as elk and 
heaver from within the park sometimes damage 
crops of neighbouring “farmers. 


Response. 


Thi4z witht be considered during prepara- 
Lion of the paak conservation plan and with 
be diacussed with the proviices : 


3. A problem was identified with inadequate 
control over fishing. Some participants said 
there is not enough checking of fish catches, 
and felt that fines for overfishing are 
inadecriate. Others suggested a program to 
stock walleye in Kingsmere and Waskesiu 

Lakes to improve the fishing. 
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Resource Management Cont'd. Access 


Ll. There was general, although not complete, 


Response 
“<<, 10 agreement with Parks Canada’s proposal to 
Maragemend of sport fishing 14 being given restrict road access to present levels. 

greater emphasis in the park, both by enfoac~ some participants felt that additional road 

ing regulations mone carefudly, and continu- access was required while others felt that 

ing research into the naturat spuuning of the present access and road system was adequate. 

walleye. Parks Canada blotogists do not 

recommend atocking a4 a method of improving 2. There was general agreement that some park 

fishing. roads require reconstruction due to their poor 
condition, Some concern was expressed that 

4. The idea of a free-roaming bison herd was the resurfacing of roads identified in the 

supported if it can be safely managed within proposal would lead to their uograding. It 


was stressed that the park roads should be 
low-speed, to permit travellers to see more 
of the park and its wildlife. 


the park. 


ReA ponse 


Panks Canada appreciates the note of these 
noads as Acenic noutes, and does not intend to 
neconsinuck them to higher speed designs. 
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Visitor Facilities 


i. The trumber of campsites to be developed 
within the park inspired a number of corments. 
At one extreme was a proposal that there 
shoul d be no expansion from the current num- 
ber (553). This position is based on the 
irreplaceable nature of wildland resources, 
and the primacy of the protection aspect of 
Parks Canada's mandate. At the other extreme 
was a call for unlimited development in res- 
ponse to use pressures. Some corresvondents 
recommended that Parks Canada should identify 
the park's recreational carrying capacity 
based on ecological research. 


Response 


Parks Canada agrees this 44 one of the 
key questions in planning the park. The 
proposed expansaton Lim was based on prosec~ 
tions of demand, and 14 within the carrying 
capacity of the entine paar. This additional 
capacity wilt only be ie ean AN RCA PONAE. 
40 demonsiazated sustained demand and camp- 
gazound design. with be based on more detailed 
Adudies to ensure Local carrying capacity Ls 
not exceeded, 


e. The Halkett Lake campground was identified 
as needing i cesaene due to crowding and con- 
flicts between day~users and campers. 


Res porse 

An area plan haa been paepared to guide 
the nedevetopmend of this facility and Ae parade 
day wae faom camping. 


3. The overflow campground in Waskesiu was 
described as an inadequate, unpleasant and 
inappropriate place to make people stay. 
Suggestions were made to relocate or upgrade 
GPUS AL ere, fn Ta 


Response 

The overflow campground was heavily used 
LidA summer, since park campgrzounds were gener~ 
ddty full during Guly ond August, Minor upgrad- 
ik be d b at L 
Ang we 92 done, but overflow campgrounds are 
nos. intended for negiutar use. 


4, Recent improvements in winter use facilities 
were generally appreciated, but requests were 
made for winterized trailer Facilities. Parks 
Canada was ucged to proceed cautiously in extend- 
ing the number of facilities open year-round in 
Waskesiu in order to avoid developing a major 
townsite. 


Response 


yon an noma nemanes nomen 


Agreed, 
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Visitor Facilities Cont'd. 

5. Proponents of developing downhill skiing 
within the park at Delworth Hill requested 
changes in zoning and policy, and support of 
feasibility studies py Parks Canada to permit 
the proposal to proceed to the stage of invest— 
ment analysis and environmental impact assess 
ment. There was also considerable opposition 
to the idea from a number of respondents who 
felt that such a development was inappropriate 


in a national park, and would have high environ- 


mental impact. 


Response 


ne ee meinen avant ee 


Paaks Canada podicy does not peamidt the 
development of any new downhill aki facitilies. 
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Use of Lakes 


The appropriate use of park lakes caused 
more discussion than any other single topic. 
Tt was ee accepted that Waskesiu and 
Halkett Lakes continue to be available for use 
by mo torbos’ ts as well as non-motorized craft. 
Other lakes were the subject of competing 
proposals as outiined below. 


lL. Kingsmere 


A considerable number of participants felt 
that Kingsmere Lake, giving access to the Grey 
Owl wilderness, should be closed to power boats. 
They recommended down—-zoning this lake from the 
proposed Class [V to a more preservation 
oriented Class Lil. Most respondents, however, 
concerned about the lake's size and often dan- 
gerous waters, recormended that the continued 
use of power boats should be permiti rec. 
Kingsmere was recognized as a different kind 
of lake from Waskesiu, Fishing was frequently 
identified as an appropriate activity on 
Kingsmere, while water skiing was often des- 
cribed as being inconsistent with the "feel" 
of the lake. Many users expressed a willing-— 
ness for regulation of the lake use, either by 

establishing horsepower limits or prohibiting 
water skiing. 
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Use of Lakes Cont'd. 


2. Crean and Hanging Hearts Lakes Response 

There was less opposition to the use of AL the proposals Listed above ae being 
motor boats on Crean Lake than on Kingsmere considered in the preparation of the final 
Lake. The major difficulty here was the use pdan. 


of Hanging Hearts Lakes, which are between 
Crean and Kingsmere. These smaller lakes 
Mere felt to be particularly susceptible to 
environmental damage from motorboats. They 
were also recognized as providing good oppor- 
tunities for people to row and canoe in a 
Peteacively protected aréa. The quality of 
this experience would be reduced by permit-— 
ting motorboats to pass through. The follow- 
ing specific suggestions were made to reduce 
these problems: 


—- extend road access to Crean Lake and 
close to Hanging Hearts Lakes to power boats. 


— provide overnight storage for canoes, 
and upgrade picnic facilities on the Hanging 
Hearts Lakes. 


ecm Oree @ Very low speed limrt for motor 
boats passing through the Hanging Hearts Lakes. 


3. Trappers and Namekus Lakes 


These lakes are presently restricted to 
non-motorized use. This was generally accepted, 
although there was some expressed desire to 
allow controlled motorized use of Namekus Lake. 
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Regional Issues 


1. The Government of Saskatchewan expressed 
a willingness to cooperate with Parks Canada 
to develop more effective park boundaries, and 
tO plan to respond to recreation demands at a 
regional scale. 


Response 


Parks Canada welcomes the opportunity to 
work with the Paovince, and wilt pursue this 


offer. 


2. A number of submissions expressed support 
for expansion of the park so ecosystems could 
Merbeccer protected, and so the park could 
expand its recreation facilities. 


Response 


In order to enable effective management of 
existing resources, Parks Canada wilt continue 
to discuss minor boundary changes with the 
Province of Saskatchewan. No major park expan- 
4ion with be sought. 


Other Items 


1. An ongoing planning committee was suggested, 
whereby area residents and park users could par- 
ticipate in park planning without requiring spec- 
ial programs. 


Response 


Planning i44ue4s are not considered significant 
enough ak this tune to warrant setting up a 
special committee, The Superintendent and his 
Atape are avatlable to discuss issues of concern 
to individuals ov groups. 


Ai BOne Particivanie felt LC 1s important for 
Parks Canada to set out a procedure, including 
an opportunity for public review, by which pro- 
posed changes to the management plan would be 
considered. 


Response 


The planning process for National Parks 
nequines that plans be monitored and then 
implementation evaluated. Should changes in 
zoning be proposed, these are subject to pub- 
dic neview. 
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‘ A number of people are concerned that 
Parks Canada's policy was not flexible enough. 
‘They proposed changes in policy to allow down- 
Mali skiing. 


fhe policy was thoroughly reviewed and updated 

—4n 1978, and was then approved by Cabinet, Pro- 

_ posals for change wilk be fonunded to prlognzam 
headquarters. 


7 4. The importance of the park interpretive activ— 
' ity was stressed. 


What Happens Next? 


The proposed management plan is presently 
being redrafted as a result of public comments 
on it. When a review has been completed, the 
plan will be sent to Program Headquarters LOT 
final approval by the Minister. Once the plan 
is approved, @ summary will be distributed. 


TOV Contact the Park, write to: 


Mr. E. B.. Wilson 
Superintendent 

Prince Albert National Park 
PIO) ANU STos geltCup| 

Waskesiu Lake, Saskatchewan 
SGI -2YO 


The telephone number remains: 


(306) 663-5322 


an ae the upto. acne people raised ee 
number of concerns and issues. related to 
oe visitor cen ve: Noes were ae nck 


Other concerns related to ne implement— 

me acion of the pian for Waskesiu itself, which | 
mwas approved in 1978. The upgrading cf the 
seasonal campground was of concem, since costs 
‘or the new eet apn aii Ne re much 


The Portable Cabin and Cabin Tent Associa- 
_ dion is working with Parks Canada to develop 


0 Sala which is both economical and adequate 


3. Some people were seriously concerned 
about the relocation of the tennis courts 
which was part of the approved plan for 
Waskesiu. They felt it would be less 
enjoyable to play on tennis courts in the 
day-use area, because of cold and wind. 
They also feared that the soil was not 
stable enough to support courts and pointed 
out that it would be cheaper to rebuild on 


the existing base than to start anew. 


Res po n4e 


A serious reexamination of the Location 
of the tennis courts was undertaken. As a 
result, Parks Canada has decided that, given 
the economic climate of the countray and the 
climae of rzesinaint, the expenditure of the 
money nzequined to move the tennis courts 
and bowling gieen cannot be justified at 
this zime. JInatead, they witt be maintained 
in thein present Location. 
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